THE 


4 55 Lens 
E-BAPTIS 


BIB 


B JOHN LELAN D, 
—— — . Pr wore rear en rm 


D1$8CORDANT SENTIMENTS AGREE; 
To MAKE THe Sons or ADAM FREE) 


BAL TIE MORE: 


PamiTeD BY William GondarD, Ix MARKST-STREETS 


— 


M. Deu. TTXXXX. 


4A 


U 

2 
ren ate 
the Ea 
let the 
More 


than t. 


trine « 
are tef 
himſel, 
being | 
| /owed. 


privile 


myſelf 


zA 


TRUTH needs no apology, and error 


deſerves none. Prefaced lies have of- 
ten atoned for ignorance and ill-will in 
the Eaſtern and European Worlds ; but 
let the Sons of America be free, It is 
more eſſential to learn how to believe, 
than to learn what to believe. The doc- 
trine and ſpirit of the following remarks, 
are left for the reader to judge of for 
himſelf. Truth is in the leaſt danger of 
being loft, when free examination is al- 
| /owed. As our government gives us this 
privilege, I am determined to improve it 
myſelf, and recommend it to others. 
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HRISTIAN writers generally agree to 

reproach the Jews, for treating the Rab-+ 
bes with as much reſpect as they did the Pro- 
phets ; giving as great credit to their traditions, 
as they did to the ſacred volume. But many 
Chriſtian writers are guilty of the ſame abſur- 
dity. 

Ir is not more inſignificant for Jews to quote 
the Talmudand Targum, toprove a Molaic rite, 
than 1t 1s for Chriſtians to depend on Tertul- 
lian, Cyprian, Origen, and the fathers of the 
church, for a goſpel ordinance. 

In the following remarks no attempts will 
be made to mend our tranſlation of the bible, 
and no equal credit will be given to any other 
writings. 

THz word BaPT1$M, is not to be found in 
the Old-Teſtament, and if it were a thouſand 
times, it would be no precept for a New-Teſta- 
ment ſacrament. Nor 1s there but one place 
in the New-Teſtament,“ where the word refers 
to.a tranſaction recorded in the Old-Teſta- 
ment, 1 Cor. x. 2, and were all baptized 
unto Moſes in the cloud and in the ſea,” re- 


terring to Exod. xiv. 19. When Iſrael paſſed 
through 


No notice is taken of Heb. vi. 2; becauſe it is doubtful whether the 
word refers to the Levitical cuſtom of waſhings, or to the prothice of chrit- 


tian*, The ſame Greek word is found eltewhere, but ditzerently trant- 
lasted in our verhon 


a EET IE 


(6) 


through the ſea, the waters were awall to them 
on the right hand and on the Wt; ſee ver. 
22. The cloud returned and ſtood behind them, 
and covered over them in an arched form. 1 
Cor. x. 1. Now as the waters were a wall to 
them on the right and left, and the cloud over 
them, they were covered, or buried in the cloud 
and in the fea ; which is what Paul, in the 
above quoted text calls baptiſm.— Some have 
ſeigned that the cloud, at this time, ſprinkled 
down a ſhower of ram upon the iſnelires F 
and a very vain fancy it is; for it is certain 
that they all paſſed over, dry ſhod, on dry 
ground ; which they could not have done, if 
there had been a ſhower of rain; Exod. xiv. 
21, 29. Others have quoted this paffage, to. 
prove houſehold baptiſm; but it would be more 
natural to apply it to national baptiſm; for all 
the nation of Ifrael, and a mixed” multitude 


beſide, were there * te to Moſes : But if. 


this 1s a proof for houſehold or national bap- 
tiſm, in goſpeLtimes, it muſt be an equal proof 
for the baptiſm of quadrupedes. It is certain 
that their flocks and 23 even very much 
cattle, went with them; not a hoof was left be- 
hind; and were all baptized—Exod. x. 26. xii. 
38. If this wondrous miracle is a precedent 
or New-Teſtament baptiſm, it requires us all 
to have our cattle baptized as well as our chil- 
dren. 
Tur New-Teſtament is introduced with the 
Mſtory of a famous Baptiſt-Preacher and his 
order of baptizing. von, the forerunner of 
dur Lord, is called a Baptiſt Zwelve times in the 
four Evangelilts. «<A? 
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n Is it ignorance, or ill-will, that ſo oſten re- 


1 proaches the Baptiſts with novelty ? Is u not | 
7 certain that the firſt preacher ipoken of in the 
1 New-Teſtament was a Baptiſt * Wy ſhould 
0 they be called a new lect, when they can name 
* their founders anteceding the founders of any 
d other ſociety ? Did not Jeſus ſubmit to Jon's 
* baptiſm, to fulfil all righteouſneſs > Was not 
1 5 therefore, a Baptiſt ? Thele things are lo. 
4 aptiſm is no ſtrange word in the New-Teſta- 
; ment. The noun, with it's relative verb and 
5 articiple, occurs ninety-ezoht times; which may | 
| be found in the following places, —Matt. iii. 6, 
0 7. 11, 13, 14, 16.—Xx. 22, 23.—Xxi. 25.— 
bi xxviii. 19.— Mark i. 4, 5, 8, 9, 10.—x. 38, 39. 
"WE xvi. 16.—Luke iii. 3, 7, 12, 16, 21.—VIL 29, 
* 30.— Xii. 50. —xx. 4.— John 1. 25, 26, 28, 31, 
1 |} 33.—iii. 22.—iv. 1, 2.—Acts i. 3, 22.—ii. 38, 
Je 41-—VIU. 12, 13, 16, 38.—ix. 18.—X.'37, 47» 
. „ 48.— Xi. 16.—Xlii. 24.— Xvi. 15, 33.—Xviii. 8, 
p- 25.—XIX, 3, 4, 5.—Xxii. 10.—Rom. vi. 3, 4-— 
4 1 Cor. i. 13, 14, 15, 16.—X. 2.—Xii. 13.— Xv. 
— 8 Iii. 22.—Eph. iv. 5.—Col. ii. 12.— 
h eb. vi. 2.—1 Peter 11. 21. 
4 ; As Fohm the Baptiſt was the firſt who bap- 
11. tized with water by divine authority, it ap- 
iy ears neceſſary to make a few ſtrictures on his 
1 aptiſm. The place of his preaching was the 
1. wilderneſs of Judea—Matt. iii. 1. His doctrine 
was, repentance of fin, faith in the Meſſiah 
* among them, and good works See Matt. iii. 
A 2, 11, 12.— John i. 26, 34.—Luke iii. 7, 15. 
of The places where he baptized, were the ri- 
* ver Jordan and Enon, where there was much 
water — Matt. iii. 6, 16— John iii. 23. —- What 
ls he 
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he required of his ſubjefts was, confeſſion of 
fins, and good fruits—Matt. iii. % 10—Mark 
i. 5, and would not admit the multitude of the 
Phariſees and Sadducees to his baptiſm, with- 
out confeſſion and reformation, although they 
were the children of Abraham. Matt. in. 7, 
10, Luke iii. 7, 8. What words ſoever John 
uſed when he baptized ; whether the ſame that 
the Apoltles were taught to uſe at the aſcenſi- 
on 3 Lord ; or a ſet of words, telhn 
his ſubjects to believe in him who ſhoald come 
after him; or any other words to me un- 
known, he certainly received his commiſſion 
from Heaven; and Jeſus, the head of the 
church, ſubmitted to his baptiſm. 

WHoever carefully confiders the texts 
quoted under the above head, together with 
correſponding texts reſpetting the miniſtry of 
Jolin, will find, that Jokn baptized none but 
thoſe who were old enough and good enough 
to make confeſſion of fin, which babies can- 
not do—that parental virtue was not a ſufh- 
cient recommendation, without /rutts meet for 
Tepentance—and that he baptized in the river 
Jordan and the waters of Enon. Not a word 
about infant-ſprinkling in the whole hiſtory of 
Joſin, nor any thing \ Ja looks like it. 

Iv John iii. 22, and iv. 1, it looks as if Je- 
fus himſelf baptized ; which he did in the fame 
manner that Solomon built the Temple, i. c. it 
was done by his orders, as John 1v. 2, ex- 
plains 1t.—* Though eu, himſelf baptized 
not, but his diſciples.” As Jeſus never bap- 
nzed any with water; conſequently the chil- 
dren bronght to him, were not brought for 
* baptiſm.— 
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baptiſm.— The paſſages referred to are Matt. 
xix. 1 16.—Mark x. 19, 17.—Luke xviit. 15, 
18. Theſe children were brought unto Jeſus, 
that he ſhould put his hands on them and pray ; 
and the Diſciples forbid them. Had it been an 
uſual thing for them to be brought to Jeſus, 
either for dabei or any thing elſe, it is not 
likely that the Diſciples would have forbidden 
them. Parents are generally too negligent 
about bringing their offspring to 7eſus ; but 
theſe, like the mother of James and 7ohn, ſeem- 
ed anxious for the good of their infants, and 
brought them to 22 that he might bleſs 
them; which, in great mercy he did, and ſaid, 
« of ſuch is the kingdom of Heaven.” From 
this it is certain, that ſome, if not all, children 
are meet for the kingdom of God ; and indeed 
whoever is thus bleſſed by Jeſus, whether 
oung or old, is graciouſly prepared for that 
holy place. 

THERE 1s no account that r ever did 
this but once, and not the leaſt hint that he 
ever enjoined it upon his Diſciples; and with 
what propriety could he enjoin a work upon 
them, which none but God could do? 2. e. 
bleſs children. 

$row the paſſages under conſideration, I 
have heard the following argument drawn, viz. 
„That if us received children, miniſters 
* ſhould ; and that if he declared them meet 
* for Heaven, they have a right to all the or- 
* dinances of the church below.” 

Ir this argument has any weight in it, it _— 
ly pleads for the Lord's Go er: And, truly, if 
a child has a right to baptiſm, he has the ſame 

B claim 
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claim to the communion-table. As the face 
of the child can bear a few drops of water, 
while in the arms of the preacher or father; 


ſo the mouth of the child can receive a crum 
of bread and a drop of wine, while in the arms 


of the nurſe or mother. But what man in his 


ſenſes will quote theſe paſſages, to prove in- 
fant-ſprinkling, When there is not a ſyllable 
in them about water, ſprinkling, nor dipping ? 
If there is, let it be named, and I will a, 8 con- 
viction. 

INFANT-SPRINKLING can be no proof of 
obedience in a child, who is ignorant of its 
meaning, and paſſive in the action. If any vir- 
tue, therefore, attends it, it muſt be either in the 
parents, goſſips, or prieſt. A virtue in the 

rents it is not, without they can prove from 
Sin that God has commanded it. This 

roof I have not yet ſeen, and am inclined to 
84 that I never ſhall, while the bible re- 
mains as it is. 

A VIRTUE in the goſſips it cannot be, with- 
out religious lying is a virtue. They promiſe, 
before God and the congregation, to renounce 
the world, fleſh and devil, tor the child, and 
keep God's holy law as long as life laſts ; which 
an Angel could not do, and which they take 


no pains to do. This they promile, not only 


for the children of their neighbours, but for 
many that they never ſee afterwards; and 
vrielt clerk, parents and goſſips, all thank God 
that he has bleſt the water to the myſtical waſh- 
ing away of hn. How inconſiſtent men 
talk 1 Firſt ſay, that children come into the 
world innocent, free from fin, fit for Heaven : 
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next inform us that water, in baptiſm, waſhes 
away lin, If they are clear of guilt and cor- 
ruption, how can water waſh them away lf 
they are unclean, what can cleanſe them but the 
blood of the Lamb ? 

In one breath we are informed, that none 
have a right to baptiſm, until they repent, be- 
lieve, — are in the viſible church; in the next 
we are told, that baptiſm is an initiating ordi- 
nance. While men ſpeak ſo inconſiſtent, who 
can believe them ? Can we think that they 
believe therr own teſtimonies ? 

A vi rur in the prieſt it is not, becauſe he 
has no New-Teſtament commiſſion for it; and 
what is not virtuous muſt be vicious; and every 
thing vicious ſhould be abandoned. | 

AFTER the reſurrection of our Lord, juſt 
as he was going to Heaven, to leave his Apol- 
tles, he 1 their commiſſion, made ſome 
enlargements thereto, and more fully deſcrib- 
ed their work; which Matt. xxviii. 19, expreſ- 
ſeth thus“ Go ye, therefore, and lack all 
nations; baptizing them in the name of the 
Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy- 
„ Ghoſt.—Mark, in xvi. 15, 16, has it, Go 
“ ye into all the world, and preach the goſpel 
to every creature. He that believeth, and 
„is baptized, ſhall be ſaved ; but he that be- 
*« heveth not, ſhall be damned.” 

MaTTHtw ſeems to ſpeak moſt on the 
work of the preacher, and Mark on the cha- 
rater of the diſciple. This enlargement of 
the commiſſion, authorized them to. go and 
preach among the Gentiles, as well as 4 ſcat- 


tered Jews. Wherever they went they were to 
| preach, 
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reach, and thoſe who were taught and be- 
teved, were to be baptized ; and thoſe who 
were taught, believed, and were baptized, had 
the promiſe of ſalvation. 

Trost who practiſe infant-ſprinkling, of- 
ten have recourſe to this commiſſion of the 
Apoſtles, as a foundation for their practice.—It 
is altogether likely that the Apoſtles underſtood 
their own on, and acted accordingly. 
The furelt way, therefore, to get a true ny 4. 
ſtanding of the nature of the commiſſion is, 
carefully to conſider their condutt. Let Peter 
take the lead. In Acts xi. 14—37, Peter lift 
up his voice, and preached a very pointed ſer- 
mon ; and when the people heard his dottrine, 
They were ticked: in their hearts, and ſaid 
to Peter and to the reſt of the Apoſtles, men 
and brethren what ſhall we do ? Then Peter 
{aid unto them, repent and be baptized every 
one of you, in the name of Jeſus Chriſt, for the 
remiſſion of fins, and ye ſhall receive the gift 
of the Holy-Ghoſt ; for the promiſe is unto 
you, and to your children, and to all that are 
alar off, even as many as the Lord our God 
ſhall call. - Then they who gladly received his 
word were baptized; and the ſame day there 
were added unto them about three thouſand 
fouls, And they continued ſteadfaſt in the 
Apoſtles doctrine and fellowſhip, and in break- 
ing of bread, and in prayers, ver. 37 
42. — From this paſſage we find, that Peter 

reached according to Fi orders ; the people 
at, which was their duty; the Holy-Ghoſt 
applied the truth to their hearts: Filled with 


godly ſorrow for fin, they cried out, what 
{hall 
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ſhall we do ? which is the language of grace 
in its firſt operation. Peter had his anſwer 
ready, and ſaid, Repent; this little verb is 
always a prerequiſite to baptiſm, “and be 
baptized every one of you:“ He does not ſay, 
be baptized, if you feel the weight of it upon 
you ; but enjoins it upon every one of them, 
that they might receive the remiſſion of fins: 
And to encourage them in their godly forrow 
for their fins in general, and Tg the 
Lord in particular, he adds, For the pro- 
miſe (of the remiſſion of fins and the Holy- 
Choch is unto you (fathers) and unto your 
children, and to all afar off (both ſcattered 
you and Gentiles) even as many as the Lord 
all call.” 

Taz promiſe here does not intend baptiſm, 
which is never viewed in the light of a pro- 
miſe, but always as a command. Here ob- 
ſerve none were baptized, but thoſe who aſked 
what they ſhould do ; who did repent, gladly 
receive the word, continue ſteadfaſt in the 
Apoſtles doctrine, in fellowſhip, in breaking 
of bread and prayers ; all which things infants 
cannot do. 

Tux objection raiſed here, that three thou- 
ſand could not be baptized by immerſion in 
one day, equally militates againſt ſprinkling, 
which takes as long time. The roll Apt. 
tles and ſeventy diſciples could ſoon do it. 
Three thouſand, divided among eighty-two, 
would be about thirty-ſix or thirty-ſeven for 
each; who could eaſily be baptized in leſs 
time than an hour. It is nonovelty in . 

for 
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ſor a Baptiſt miniſter to baptize more than 
thirty-ſeven in a ſmall part of a day. 

Tu next account of Peter's 33 is 
Acts x. Cornelius was warned of God by an 
holy Angel, and Peter was called by a viſion 
to go to Cornelius; when he came to his houſe, 
and preached to him and his neighbours, the 
Holy-Ghoſt fell on all thoſe who heard.— 
Then anſwered Peter, can any man forbid 
water, that theſe ſhould not be baptized who 
have received the Holy-Ghoſt as well as we ? 
And he commanded them to be baptized in the 
name of the Lord.” No account that he 
went to baptizing before they were converted; 
but as ſoon as they received the Holy-Ghoſt, 
he commanded them in the name of the Lord 
to be baptized : And theſe were perſons that 
heard Feter, ſpake with tongues, and magnified 
God. 

Warar Peter thought baptiſm figured out, 
appears from his firſt Epilile, iii. 21.—“ The 
like hgure whereunto even baptiſm doth alſo 
now fave us (not the putting away of the filth 
of the fleſh, but the anſwer of a good con- 
ſcience towards God) by the reſurrection of 
Jeſus Chriſt.” Here obſerve, that baptiſm docs 
not remove the filth of the fleſh, but figures 
out the way in which we are ſaved, viz, by 
the death and reſurrection of Jefus Chriſt. 
When we are plunged beneath the wave, we 
hgure out the n and burial of Jefus ; and 
when we riſe from beneath the wave, we figure 
out the reſurrection of the Saviour; in doing 
which we have a good conſcience. 

Fon the hiſtory of Peter, then, we have 

every 


( 15 ) 


every reaſon to believe, that he underſtood his 
commiſſion in ſuch a manner, as did not en- 
title him to baptize any but penitential be- 
hevers. 

Tus next baptizer to be taken notice of, is 
Philip. Whether this was Phzlzp of Bethſaida, 
one of the twelve, or — the Deacon, who 
was an Evangeliſt, or another man of the fame 
name, is not certain; but Philzp went down to 
Samaria and preached Chriſt nnto them. Acts 
viii. 3. And when they believed Pfilip, 
— che things concerning che kingdom 
of God and the name of Jeſus Chriſt, they 
were baptized, both men and women.”—See 
verſe 12. They were not baptized until they 
beheved, and yet were baptized before they 
received the Holy-Ghoſt, in its great effuſion ; 
which proves that faith ſhould always antecede 
baptiſm ; and that the receiving of the Holy- 
Ghoſt in this fort, 1s ſomething diſtinct from 
that grace which makes men ſaints. 

In this ſame chapter, from verſe 26, to the 
end, we have EL Im account of baptiſm by 
Pfilip. 

A certain Eunuch of Ethiopia, had been up 
to ——— to worſhip the God of Iſrael; and 
as he returned homeward in his chariot, was 
reading the L111. of Iſaiah : From which it ap- 
pears that he was a Jewiſh proſelyte, and, no 
doubt to me, a real ſaint ; who had not yet 
been taught a riſen Saviour, —Philtp was com- 
manded by the Spirit to go and join himſelf to 
the chariot, which he did, and began at the 
ſame ſcripture which the Eunuch was read- 
ing; and preached unto him Jeſus ; * 

they 
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1 
they came to a certain water, the Eunuch ſaid, 
% See here is water, what doth hinder me to be 
baptized ?” 
ow the Eunuch came to the knowledge of 
his duty, in this ordinance, is not certain.— 
Whether he had learnt at aj or ſome 


other place, that it was the practice of the 
Chriſtians ; or had ſome impreſſion of the Spi- 
rit then upon him, teaching of him his duty ; 
or that Philzþ taught it to him, I cannot ſay; 


but he certainly requeſted baptiſm of Philip ; 


* and Philip ſaid unto him, if thou believeſt 
with all thine heart, thou mayeſt : And he ſaid, 
I believe that Jeſus Chriſt is the ſon of God: 
And they went down both into the water, both 
Philip and the Eunuch, and he baptized him : 
And when they were come up out of the wa- 
ter,” &c. What can be plainer ?—-Philtp 
preached Jeſus ; the Eunuch believed in him; 
they came to a certain water ; they went down 
both into it, both the adminiſtrator and the 
ſubject; baptiſm was adminiſtered ; and then 
they came up out of the water. 
Taz next baptizer, in courſe, 1s Ananzas. 
When Saul was ſtruck to the earth by the 
ower.of God, and led blind to Damaſcus, the 
wo ſent Ananias unto him; who went and 
laid his hands on him, and he received his fight. 
Then ſaid Ananias unto him, why tarneſt 
thou ? Ariſe and be baptized, and waſh away 
thy fins, calling on the name of the Lord. And 
he aroſe and was baptized—See Acts ix. 1, 19, 
xxii. 16. 
PauL, the chief Apoſtle of the Gentiles, 


comes next before us. The firſt place * 
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he baptized any, that we have an account of, 
was in Macedonia, Acts xvi. 14. He was 
called by a viſion to go to Macedonia; and 
when he came to chat part of it called Phi- 
lippi; Upon the Sabbath day went out of 
the city, by a-river's fide, where prayer was 
wont to be made, and he fat down and ſpake 
unto the women who reſorted thither ; and a 
certain woman, named Lydta, a ſeller of pur- 
ple, of the city of Thyatira, who worſhipped 
God, heard him, whole heart the Lord opened, 
that ſhe attended unto the things which were 
ſpoken of Paul. And when ſhe was baptized, 
and her houſehold, the beſought Pau! and his 
companions, ſaying, If ye have judged me to 
be faithful to the Lord, come into my houſe.” 

Iuis woman came from Thyatira to Philip- 
pi trading in purple: ſhe was a merchantreſs 
and perhaps a manufactreſs, who firſt made 
her purple and then fold it: ſhe employed ei- 
ther her own children or journeymen to aſſiſt 
her in her trade. She was a worſhipper of 
God, heard the goſpel, had her heart opened, 
attended to the things ſpoken by Paul, and was 
judged to be Faithfel to the Lord; and there- 
fore a proper ſubje& for baptiſm. 

Taz character of her houſehold is not giv- 
en in the place; but in the laſt verſe of the 
chapter, hey are called Brethren ; and were 
comforted by Paul; which could with no pro- 
priety be ſaid of children or unbelievers. 

In the 33d verſe of the ſame chapter, an ac- 
count is given, of the baptiſm x 79 certain 
man and his houſehold. The | Jailer being 
alarmed by the earthquake and the open doors 

ot 
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of the priſon, drew out his ſword and would 
have killed himſelf ; N that the pri- 
ſoners had made their eſcape: rather there- 
fore than be tried, condemned and executed 
for his nefle&, he would have been his own 
judge, jury and executioner—* Which Faul 
perceiving, cried out, do thyſelf no harm ; for 
we are all here. Then he called for a light 
and ſprang in and came trembling and Felt 
down before Paul and Silas; and brought them 
out, and ſaid, Sirs, what muſt I do to be ſaved p 
And they ſaid, believe on the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
and thou ſhalt be ſaved and thy houſe. And 
he took them the ſame hour of the night, and 
waſhed their ſtripes, and was baptized, he and 
all his ſtraightway. And when he had brought 
them into his houſe, he ſet meat before them, 
and rejoiced, believing in God with all his 
houſe.” 

Hers note, the word all is mentioned three 
times : The Jailer and all his houſehold heard 
the word of the Lord: he and all his houſe 
believed and rejoiced in God: he and all his 
houſe were jo. arge Let his houſehold be 
young or old, they all heard, believed, rejoiced 
in God, and were baptized. Now it 1s well 
known that Babies can neither hear (ſo as to 
underſtand) believe, nor rejoice in God ; and 
therefore are not fit ſubjects for baptiſm. Next 
obſerve, the Fazter brought them out of pri- 
ſon into his houſe ; and as he brought them 
again into the houſe to eat, after he was bap- 
ized, it is altogether likely that they were 
baptized out of any houſe. 

HE next inſtance of Paul's baptizing, is, 
| Acts 


( 19 ) 


Akts xviu. 8. And Criſpus, the chief ruler of 
the Synagogue, beheved on the Lord with all 
his houſe ; and many of the Corinthians, hear- 
ing, believed and were baptized.” Criſbus, 
Gatus,and the houſehold of Stephanus, were bap- 
tized by Paul. See 1 Cor. i. 14—16. The reſt 
of them, to complete the many, very likely 
were baptized by Silas and Timotheus, who were 
Paul's compamons at Corinth. See verſe 
Faul was a wiſe maſter- builder among the Co- 
rinthians, who laid the foundation, and left Si- 
las and Timotheus to build thereon. 1 Cor. iii. 
10. It is not certain that the houſehold of 
Criſdus were baptized, but it is certain that 
they all CEE and very likely that they, 
with the other Corinthians that heard and be- 
lieved, were baptized, The character of Ste- 
phanus and his houſehold, is given. 1 Cor, xvi, 
15, where they are ſaid to bathe firſt fruits of 
Achata, and that they addicted themſelves to 
the Miniſtry of the Saints: which is a work 
too maſculine for infants. 

Tux family and neighbours of Cornelius were 


- baptized ; even thoſe who heard, and received 


the Holy-Ghoſt, and magnified God, The 
houſehold of Lydia were Sari ; who are 
called brethren, and were comforted by Paul. 
The houſehold of the Jailer were baptized, 
ſuch as heard, believed and rejoiced in God, 
The houſehold of Stephanus were baptized, 
who were the firſt fruits of Achaia and mi- 
niſtered to the ſaints. And if the houſehold 
of Cri/pus were baptized, they believed in God 
as well as Criſpus himſelf. 

Now if there is an acccount of any one 


houſehold 
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houſehold beſide, that were . bony upon the 


faith of their father, or 17 2 es of their gol- 
fps, I ſhould be glad to fee it: I confeſs I have 


not vet found it in the New-Teſtament. 


Sour have quoted 1 Cor. vii. 14, to prove 
the right of household baptiſm—* For the un- 
believing huſband is ſanctified by the wife, and 
the unbelieving wife is ſanctified by the huſ- 
band; elſe were your children unclean, but 
now are they holy.” If this ſanctity or holi- 
neſs is truly gracious, we are all in a ſafe ftate. 
Noah, the father of the new world, was a {tron 

behever; if his wife was not, before he Is 
her, ſhe was ſanttified on the wedding day; 
their children conſequently were holy ; Ham 
amongſt the reſt : and ſo A ſucceſſion, down 


to this day, all are ſanctified; which is a doc- 
.trine that good Pedobapliſts do not believe any 


more than we do. The words therefore mult 
have a qualified ſignification; and if we attend 
to the context, we ſhall eafily find their qua- 
lity. Read the firſt part of the chapter. So 
many of the Corinthian church, were connect- 
ed with unbelievers, (who were idolaters) in 
marriage, that they wrote a letter to Paul, to 
know whether they had not better part be- 
hevers and unbelievers, that were joined toge- 
ther in wedlock ; which Paul did not con- 
ſent to. The text under conſideration is a part 
of his anſwer to their letter: and which, ac- 
cording to our common dialect, reads thus : 
For the unbelieving huſband is legally bound 
to his wife; and the unbelieving wt is legally 
bound to her huſband ; elſe were your chil- 
dren baſtards, but now are they a lawful off- 

ſpring.” 
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ru” This text has no more relation ta 
baptiſm, than the firſt verſe in Genefes. | 

Nor one place more remains to be conſi- 

dered concerning Paul's baptizing. Acts xix. 
1—8. Theſe twelve men believed and were 
baptized unto John's baptiſm ; I ſuppole by 
Apollos, who had not been taught a riſen Sa- 
viour, nor received the Holy-Ghoſt in its great 
effuſion. Whether Paul baptized them again, 
or only explained John's baptiſm unto them, 
is not ſo certain. When oe taught his Diſ- 
ciples, he charged them to believe in one who 
ſtood among them; and when they heard it, the 
were baptized in the name of Jeſus. But if 
it is true, that John's baptiſm is done away, 
and that the baptiſm inſtituted by Jeſus, and 
1 by the Apoſtles, is radically different 
rom that of ohn, and ſo theſe twelve men 
were baptized again by Paul, it 1s no proof at 
all for the baptiſm of infants or unbehevers, If 
theſe men were baptized by Paul, they be- 
lieved firſt, as the text is plain; and although 
they had been baptized by 7okn, or more {zhely 
Apollos, (one of John's order) they were not 
baptized until they brought forth the fruits of 
repentance, 

Tun opinion of Paul concerning baptiſm, 
may be ſeen in Rom. vi. 9, 4.—1 Cor. x11. 13 
Col. ii. 12. where dap is called a burial; 
that it repreſents the death of Chriſt; and a 
putting of him on. Now I appeal to common 
reaſon whether believers” baptiſm by immerſion, 
upon confeſſion of fin, and an annunciation of 
a life of obedience to Chriſt, or infant-prink- 
ling, comes neareſt to the ſenſe of theſe exprel- 
hons ? I Have 
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I Ave proven, and can prove, that perſons 
were forbidden baptiſm on the claim of pa- 
rental holineſs ; becauſe they did not bring the 


fruits of repentance with them That others 
were not fiffered, until they gave ſatisfaction 
of faith in Chriſt——That, when they were 
baptized, they went down into the water 
That they were baptized before they came out 
of the water hat baptiſm 1s a burial of 
the body And that, after baptiſm, they came 
up out of the water. And now, if any man 
can prove from ſcripture, that infants were ever 
baptized upon the faith of their parents, or 
promiſes of their goſhips, in private houſes or 
meeting-houſes, by ſprinkling water in the face, 


I will own that they have an equal 3 
[ 


with us for what they do : Otherwiſe, we ſha 
triumph and ſay, that we act according to the 
ſcripture; and they according to human tradi- 
tion. 

SOME have run into a grols error, reſpect- 
ing the haßt o the Holy-Ghoſt ; thinking that 
nothing more is meant thereby, than regenera- 
tion. The phraſe occurs fx times in the 
New-Teſtament, and is implyed in other 
places ; but always intends ſomething extra- 
ordinary. Zacharias and Elizabeth were filled 
with the Holy-Ghoſt, and prophefied ; but 
not in ſuch a manner as to be called a baptiſm, 
and to ſpeak with tongues. The Diſciples ne- 
ver received this bleſling while Jeſus was with 
them on earth ; he always ſpake of it as ſome- 
thing to come: and after his reſurrection, he 
told his Diſciples plainly, that they ſhould be 
bapuzed with the Holy-Ghol! and fire ay few 

ays ! 
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days: which was fulfilled firſt at Pentecoſt, and 
afterwards at particular times, in a wonderful 
manner. Some were not baptized until they 
had thus received the Holy-Ghoſt, and others 
were before : but, though many were baptized 
before they were thus overwhelmed with the 
Spirit, yet none were until they had re- 
pentance and faith ; at leaſt made profeſſion 
of them, 

Ir is ſaid by ſome, that baptiſm by immer- 
fion, before a large congregation, eſpecially of 
the female ſex, is very decent. This ob- 
jection may have weight with thoſe who are 
too delicate to obey Gop rather than man; 
but will have no effect upon thoſe who fimply 
regard the bible. Circumcihon was not only 
performed on children, but on old Abraham, 
and upon above {1x hundred thouſand men at 
Gilgal and the reader may judge for himſelf 
which of the two is moſt indecent : If circum- 
cihon therefore was an inſtitution of Heaven, 
no man can object to baptiſm upon the prin- 
ciple of modeſty. 

Oruzxs obſerve, that although. the ſcrip- 
ture ſays that Jeſus was baptized by von in 
22 ; and that Philip and the Eunuch went 

own into the water, and came up out of the 
water ; that nothing more 1s meant, than that 
they went down to the water. So it is ſaid 
that Jeſus went up into the Mountain. 

ALTHOUGH this objection is void of good 
ſenſe, yet I wiſh to make a few remarks upon 
It. f the obſervation be true, it is not com- 
plied with by any but the Baptiſts, other ſo- 
cieties never go nigh the water to 6" I 

ave 


(' 24.) 


have never known an inſtance of a man, whoſe 
faith, in this ſenſe, carried him to the water- 
ſide, but it alſo led him into the watry tomb. 
Tux law of nature is one criterion to ex- 
plain ſcripture by, When 1t 1s ſaid, that Jeſus 
went up into the Mountain, nature ſays that 
he went into, or amongſt the trees, or whatever 
grew upon the mountain; ſor into the earth he 
could not go without miraculous power, which 
we have no reaſon to think that he exerciſed 
at that time: that he went further than the 
foot of the mountain, 1s certain, for he went 
up. Where it is faid that Philip and the Eu— 
nuch went down into the water, by the law of 
nature, the argument turns. A man can no 
more walk upon the water without ſinking, 
than he can walk into the earth. 'This objec- 
tion is no good criticiſm: it is mean pedantry; 
a deſperate ſubterſuge to ſhelter, in, for want 
ol plain truth. Can any man believe it who is 
not blinded by tradition, prejudice or ſyſtem- 


- atical miſts ? If he can, he will then believe, 


that where the hogs ran down into the ſea and 
were choaked, they only ran down to the ſea- 
fide and choaked in the ſand. 

A like obſervation is made on Mark xvi. 16. 
«He that believeth and 2s baptrzed, ſhall be 
ſaved.” The argument is formed thus; that 
the auxihary is, and the participle baptized, 
determine the ſentence in the paſt tenſe, — 
Why not then written, © He that believeth and 
has been baptized, ſhall be ſaved ?” 

Ir is not certain that the Jews ever baptized 
their children; and if they did, it was one of 
their vain traditions ; for they had no divine 

command 
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command to do fo; and I wiſh to know, Who 
had been in the Gentile world to baptize be- 
fore the Apoſtles went 'thither ? Matthew re- 
cords the fame commiſſion, “ Go, teach all na- 
tions, baptizing them, &c.” and I am inclined 
to believe, that it would puzzle the greateſt 
ſcholar in Virginia to prove; that the verb teach, 
and participle baptizing, place the ſentence in 

aſt time. 

conſels that I am preſumptuous enough to 
ſay, that, let other Chriſtians have ever fo ma- 
ny promiſes made unto them; yet the promiſe 
in Mark xvi. 16, is made to none but Baptr/ts; 
and the ſame is true of Acts ii. 38. 

Bur the moſt ſerious and weighty objection 
againſt believers' baptilm, that I have Len or 
heard of, is this:“ That many great Reformers 
and very fuccelsful Preachers, in paſt ages, 
have believed in, and prattiſed, infant-ſprink- 
ling; and if this was an error, would not God 
have convinced them of it, when he was with 


them in ſuch a great degree?“ 


As this objettion appears judicious, I ſhall 
endeavour to give it a candid anſwer. 

Ir our inquiries extend as far back as the 
firſt ages of Chriſtianity, immediately after the 
eloſe of inſpiration, we ſhall find ourſelves up- 
on diſputed ground. Some fay, that infants 
were never ſprinkled, upon the faith of their 
parents, until the {/zrd century; and others ſay, 
that they were, in the fir/t ; and if we conſider 
the careleſneſs of tranſcribers, and the partiali- 
ty of tranſlators, it will not be wondered at. 
My argument is, that if they were ſprinkled 
the firſt day after o finiſhed his Revelati- 

D ons, 
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Ans, they had no order from Jes us or his Apol- 
tles to do ſo; and therefore it was no way 
valid nor examplary. The myltery of iniquity 
began to work, and the man of fin to ſhow 
his power, before the Apoſtles were dead; and 
by hittle and little prevailed over all Chriſten- 
dom, and ſunk the church into the greateſt la- 
byrinth of darkneſs, as all Proteſtants confeſs; | 
which laſted a number of centuries: —But, in 
theſe laſt ages of the world, God has raiſed up 
men of 1enown, to reform his people, who 
have been very ſucceſsful in their work ; and 
theſe, for the greateſt part of them, have be- 
lieved in, and practiſed, infant-Iprinkling. 

Ir we consider the principles of the great | 
Refgrmers, from Luther to the preſent day, we 
(halF find no entire uniformity in ſentiments ; 

Which proves them fallible, uninſpired men. 
A number of the real, or ers errors of 
one reformation, have been always oppoſed 

in the next. That Luther, Caluin, Juingler, 

Knox, and the Engliſh Reformers, did much for- 
God, ye do not deny; but what enlightened 
American would make any of them his com- 
Pete pattern? If God never bleſſed a man 
while holding ſome error, he could never have 
bleſſed but one of chem; for no two of them 
v agreed in all things. —If the men of one reſor— 
mation improve upon the dottrine and forms 
of a prior reformation, we cannot think it a 
piece of arrogance to fay, that, in point of Bap- 
wm, all the Pedobaptiſt-Reformers were in an 

error. 

Tur Feaſt of Tabernacles was inſtituted in 
the days of Moſes —Lev. xxii, g8—4. 
| Deut, 
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Deut. xvi. 13. At this feaſt, the children of 
Hrael were to dwell in booths ; But from the 
days of Joſitua the fon of Nun, to the days of 
Nehemiah, this rite was never obſerved—Neh. 
viii. 1 18—which was more than a thoy- 
ſand years; in which time all the good Kings 
of Iſrael, and many Prophets of high rank, 
lived. It is then not ſophiſtry, but honeſt rea- 
ſoning, to ſay, that if there had not been a 
Baptiſt in the world, ſince Jon the Divine, it 
would be no ſufficient objettion againſt be- 
lievers' baptiſm by immerſion now. . 

I have human teſtimony te prove, that a 
number of the Reformers were Baptiſts, and 
particularly John Whitchff, the great Reformer 
in England, called by way of eminence IA 
Morning- Star: ee never had been 
one, from the days of Conſtantine to this day, 
the ſcripture 1s fall of proof, that all were of 
that order in the days of Chniſt and the Apoſ- 
tles; at leaſt, no account is given of any other 
way of baptizing, ſave only by immerſion, upon 
profeſſion of repentance and faith. | 

THz argument, to prove infant-ſprinkling 
from circumciſion, I have ſaid nothing about: 
Conſequences upon conſequences, drawn from 
falſe premiſes, are uſed ſo much in the alPi:- 
ment, that it appears fooliſh to an accurate 
mind, and inconcluſive to the vulgar. II its 
advocates can produce a ſingle text, where the 
laſt 1s a ſubſtitute for the firſt it will be worth 
regarding; otherwiſe, infant-ſprinkling may be 
as well proved from the Hebrew ſervant's ear, 
was bored through with an awl, 
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